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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on March 
19, 2007 has been entered. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 4-7 and 46-63 are pending in the present application. 

3. Claims 3 and 8-45 have been cancelled. Claims 1 , 7, 47, 52, 57 and 59 have 
been amended. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

4. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

5. Claims 1, 2, 4-7 and 46-63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the 
claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

The language of the claims are directed to an abstract idea and do not present a 
concrete useful tangible result. For example, the body of independent claim 1 recites, 
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"receiving information regarding from a plurality of search providers ... transmitting the 
information received ... receiving user input through the user interface ...parsing the 
query to define a single common parse tree... to enable execution however the 
claim does not appear to recite steps for actuallv executing a query so as to conduct 
a search . Independent claims 7, 47, 52, 57 and 59 also do not recite steps for 
executing a query. Claims 2-6, 48-51, 53-56, 58 and 59-63 are rejected based on 
dependency. Note the limitation "to enable execution of the query" is not the same as 
executing the query. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C, 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claims 1, 2, 4-7 and 46-63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding independent claims 1, 7. 47, 52, 57 and 59, the following claim 
language lacks proper antecedent basis: "the executed query" [see: claim 1 line 13; 
claim 7 line 15; claim 47 line 11; claim 52 line 12; claim 57 line 13; claim 59 line 12]. 
Claims 2-6, 48-51, 53-56, 58 and 59-63 are rejected based on dependency. 
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8. Claims 1 , 2, 4-7 and 46-63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragrapli, 
as being incomplete for omitting essential elements, such omission amounting to a gap 
between the elements. See MPEP § 2172.01. The omitted elements are: "executing a 
query" [see: claim 1 lines 10-13; claim 7 lines 10-13; claim 47 line 10-13; claim 52 lines 
12-14; claim 57 lines 13-15; and claim 59 lines 12-14]. Note the limitation to enable 
execution of the query does not necessarily mean the query has been executed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

10. Claims 1, 4. 7, 47. 49, 52, 54, 57, 59, and 61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Brandow et al. US Patent 6,938,041 B1 . 

Regarding claim 1 , Brandow et al. teaches a method of operating a system to 
perform a search [Figure 2], the method comprising: 

receiving information from a plurality of search providers directed to a query 
language feature [note: column 6 lines 50-52 "the Client(s) 210 store data in or retrieve data 
from one or more database tables 250", note Brandow et al. teaches database tables are 
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typically resident on the server 230, however they provide flexibility in defining 
relationships note column 6 lines 53-67; JAVA supports multi thread processing col. 14 
lines 50-66; column 31 lines 60-63]; 

transmitting the information received from the search providers to a user 
interface [note: column 31 line 64 through column 32 line 61]; 

receiving user input though the user interface to define a query for execution by 
the search providers [note: column 7 lines 30-41 "the SQL statements received from one or 
more Clients 210 (via Network 220) are processed by Engine 210" ]; 

parsing the query to define a single common parse tree that is transformable by 
each of the respective search providers based on the query language features 
supported by each of the respective. search providers [note: column 7 lines 35-64 "the 
SQL statements are passed to the Parser 261 which converts the statements into a query tree - 
a binary tree data structure which represents the components of the query format selected for 
the convenience of the system" ]; 

passing the single common parse tree to the search providers to enable 
execution of the query by the search providers [note: column 7 lines 35-64]; 

receiving results for the executed query from the search providers [note: column 
7 line 62 through column 8 lines 10]; and 

displaying the results [note: column 7 line 62 through column 8 lines 10]. 
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1 1 . Regarding claim 4 and 49, wherein the passing the single common parse tree to 
the search providers comprises passing the parse tree by value to the one of the search 
providers [note: column 7 lines 36-41] 

12. The limitations of claims 7 and 47 parallel claim 1; therefor they are rejected 
under the same rationale. 

13. The limitation of claims 52 have been addressed above in claim 1 except for the 
following: "providing a user interface comprising a single common set of query input 
fields" [note: column 8 line 66 through column 9 line 9 user interface so that user may 
enter data ; also note Figure 12A]. 

14. The limitations of claims 57, and 59 parallel claim 52; therefor they are rejected 
under the same rationale. 

15. Regarding claim 54 and 61, wherein the passing the single common parse tree to 
the search providers comprises passing the parse tree by value to the one of the search 
providers [note: column 7 lines 36-41] 

Response to Arguments 

16. Applicant's arguments filed March 19, 2007 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 
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In response to the rejections cited under 35 USC 101 and 35 USC 112 second 
paragrapli Applicant has amended the claim to recite "to enable execution of the query 
by the search providers". However the language of the claim does not specifically recite 
that an execution of a query occurs, therefor the rejection is respectfully maintained. 
Note newly cited reference Brandow et al. who uses a single parser (parse tree) for 
executing a query in a distributed system. 

Conclusion 

17. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Devanbu US Patent 5,826,256 

Soffer et al. Pictorial Query Trees for Query Specifications in Image Databases 

18. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Greta L. Robinson whose telephone number is 
(571)272-41 18. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:30AM-6:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tim T. Vo can be reached on (571)272-3642. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding tlie status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Greta Robinson 
Primary Examiner 
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